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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on November 12, 2004 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

2. With respect to applicants argument that "Applicants can discern no motivation 
whatsoever for a skilled person to attempt to apply the teachings of Rangedahl to 
modify the method of Hastings", examiner respectfully disagrees and clarifies that "the 
teachings of Rangedahl are not being used to improve or modify the type of system 
addressed by Hastings" as being argued by applicant, but instead the teachings of 
Hastings are specifically being incorporated to teach the limitations that Rangedahl fails 
to explicitly teach, i.e. "the equipment is authorized for use in accessing target data 
provided on a removable data carrier or in a received data file and a comparison 
arrangement for comparing the current-location data with the accessed 
authorized-location data whereby a location-match signal is generated upon the 
comparison indicating that the equipment is currently located in said authorized location 
or locality" and these limitations are taught by Hastings, since Hastings teaches a 
method of accessing information, which is stored on a portable computer-readable CD- 
ROM which serves as a data distribution media, may be controlled based on actual 
geographic position of a computer system on which the information is to be accessed 
and the time when it is to be accessed (see col. 2, line 66 through col. 3, line 4). 
Hastings, further, teaches a method of comparing the actual geographic position with a 
geographic region within which access to the stored information is authorized (see col. 
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1 , lines 33-35 and Fig. 4; where step 460 compares actual geographic with a 
geographic position within which access to the stored information is authorized). The 
teachings of Hastings, therefore makes it proper to modify the system of Rangedahl to 
include accessing target data provided on a removable data carrier or in a received data 
file and a comparison arrangement for comparing the current-location data with the 
accessed authorized-location data, thus allowing access to information stored on a 
removable data carrier or in a received data file, which serves as a data distribution 
media control based on an actual geographic position of a computer system on which 
the information is to be accessed, as taught by Hastings. 

Additionally, in response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to 
combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
the combination of Rangedahl and Hastings provide adequate motivation as taught for 
example by Hastings (see col. 1 , lines 29-57). 

It appears applicant is arguing against the references individually, however it has 
been held that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
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F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 
USPQ 375 (Fed.Cir. 1986). 

In view of the above, the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections using Rangedahl and 
Hastings with regard to claims 17 and 20-30 are proper and are maintained as repeated 
below. The rejections are made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 17, 20-24 and 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rangedahl et al., U.S. Patent Number 5,790,074 (hereinafter 
Rangedahl), and further in view of Hastings et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,370,629 
(hereinafter Hastings). 

Regarding claim 17, Rangedahl teaches a service system (see col. 3, lines 17-20 
and Fig. 1; where an automated location verification and authorization system is shown) 
for determining when an item of equipment is located at a location where particular 
functionality of the equipment is authorized (see col. 2, lines 5-15), the service system 
comprising: a communications sub-system for communicating with said equipment both 
to receive therefrom identity information (see col. 2, lines 12-15), and to return to the 
equipment enablement signals for enabling said particular functionality (see col. 4, lines 
9-15); a location-obtaining arrangement for obtaining current-location data representing 
the current location of the equipment (see col. 4, lines 16-52); a store for storing in 
association with identity data, authorized-location data representing a predetermined 
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authorized location or locality for operation of said particular functionality of the 
equipment (see col. 4, lines 5-8 and Fig. 1; where an authorization database 120 is 
shown) ; a data retrieval arrangement for using identity information received from the 
equipment via the communication sub-system to access the authorized-location data 
held in said store in respect of identity data matches the identity information (see col. 3, 
line 47 through col. 4, line 15). Rangedahl, however, does not specifically teach the 
equipment is authorized for use in accessing target data provided on a removable data 
carrier or in a received data file and a comparison arrangement for comparing the 
current-location data with the accessed authorized-location data whereby to generate a 
location-match signal upon this comparison indicating that the equipment is currently 
located in said authorized location or locality. 

Hastings, however, discloses a method of accessing information, which is stored 
on a portable computer-readable CD-ROM which serves as a data distribution media, 
may be controlled based on actual geographic position of a computer system on which 
the information is to be accessed and the time when it is to be accessed (see col. 2, line 
66 through col. 3, line 4). Hastings, further, discloses a method of comparing the actual 
geographic position with a geographic region within which access to the stored 
information is authorized (see col. 1 , lines 33-35 and Fig. 4; where step 460 compares 
actual geographic with a geographic position within which access to the stored 
information is authorized). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of controlling access to stored information 
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based on geographic location as taught by Hastings, to the method and system of 
automated location verification and authorization of electronic devices of Rangedahl to 
include accessing target data provided on a removable data carrier or in a received data 
file and a comparison arrangement for comparing the current-location data with the 
accessed authorized-location data, thus allowing access to information stored on a 
removable data carrier or in a received data file, which serves as a data distribution 
media control based on an actual geographic position of a computer system on which 
the information is to be accessed, as taught by Hastings. 

Regarding claim 20, Rangedahl teaches a control method for an automated 
system for determining the geographical location of an electronic device, verifying 
whether it is authorized to operate in its present geographical location, and enabling its 
operation if the device resides in an authorized location (see col. 2, lines 4-8). The 
method involving testing a location condition by: (a) sending identity information 
identifying said target data from the equipment to a remote service system (see col. 5, 
lines 46-67); (b) using the identity information at the service system to retrieve 
authorized-location data that is associated with the target data and represents a 
predetermined authorized location or locality for operation of said particular functionality 
of the equipment in relation to the associated target data (see col. 6, lines 1-4 and col. 
6, lines 20-24); (c) obtaining at the service system current-location data representing the 
current location of the equipment as determined by means other than the equipment 
(see col. 5, line 46 through col. 6, line 22); (d) comparing the current-location data with . 
the authorized-location data and generating a location-match signal upon this 
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comparison indicating that the equipment is currently located in said authorized location 
or locality (see col. 6, lines 20-24; where it does not specifically state a comparison of 
current-location data with the authorized-location data, but is inherent that to make a 
determination as to whether operation is allowed at the given geographical location, 
authorization grant function compares current-location data with location allowability 
data for current-location from the authorization database). Rangedahl, however, does 
not specifically teach equipment that is provided with particular functionality for using 
target data on a removable data carrier or in a received data file. 

Hastings, however, discloses equipment that is provided with a particular 
functionality for using target data on a removable data carrier or in a received data file 
(see col. 1 , lines 29-38 and col. 1 lines 43-57). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of controlling access to stored information 
based on geographic location as taught by Hastings, to the method and system of 
automated location verification and authorization of electronic devices of Rangedahl to 
include equipment that is provided with a particular functionality for using target data on 
a removable data carrier or in a received data file to access stored information files and 
each of these files having an associated geographic region within which access is 
permitted. 

Regarding claim 21, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 20. Rangedahl further teaches a method, wherein in step (c) the current location 
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data is obtained by the service system from a location determining system separate 
from the equipment (see col. 5, lines 46-50). 

Regarding claim 22, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 21 . Rangedahl further teaches a method, wherein the equipment communicates 
with the service system by a communications infrastructure comprising a cellular radio 
network (see col. 3, line 38-43), the location determining system using signals 
associated with the cellular radio network to determine the location of the equipment 
(see col. 7, lines 20-25), and the remote service system obtaining said current-location 
data from the location determining system either directly or via the equipment (see col. 
7, lines 26-35 and col. 7, lines 51-64). 

Regarding claim 23, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 20. Rangedahl further teaches a method, wherein the identity information is 
provided to the equipment along with the target data and is accessed by the equipment 
for sending to the service system in step (a) (see col. 5, lines 46-67). 

Regarding claim 24, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 20. Rangedahl further discloses a method, wherein the service system returns an 
enabling code to the equipment upon said first location condition and any other 
conditions set to be tested at the service system being satisfied (see col. 4, lines 9-14), 
the enabling code being used at the equipment to enable said functionality (see col. 4, 
lines 14-15). 

Regarding claim 26, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 24. Rangedahl further discloses a method, wherein the enabling code is specific 
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to a particular functionality of the equipment (see col. 3, lines 44-47 and col. 4, lines 9- 
15). 

Regarding claim 27, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 20. Hastings further discloses a method, wherein the target data is encrypted 
(see col. 1 , lines 49-50) and the service system returns a corresponding decryption key 
to the equipment upon said first location condition, and any other conditions set to be 
tested at the service system, being satisfied (see col. 1, lines 50-52). 

Regarding claim 28, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 17. Rangedahl further discloses a system, further comprising an authorization 
arrangement responsive to the generation of a location-match signal and successful 
testing for any further conditions set to be tested at the system (see col. 2, lines 21-27 
and col. 4, lines 9-14), to return to the equipment enablement signals in the form of a 
code for enabling said functionality of the equipment (see col. 4, lines 9 -15). 

Regarding claim 29, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 17. Rangedahl further discloses a system, further comprising an authorization 
arrangement responsive to the generation of a location-match signal and successful 
testing for any further conditions set to be tested at the system (see col. 2, lines 21-27 
and col. 4, lines 9-14), is operative to return to the equipment enablement signals in the 
form of a decryption key for decrypting said target data (see col. 2, lines 53-62). 

Regarding claim 30, Rangedahl in view of Hastings teaches all the limitations of 
claim 17. Rangedahl further discloses a service system, wherein the location-obtaining 
arrangement is operative to obtain said current-location data from a location server of a 
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cellular radio network used by the equipment (see col. 3, lines 38-43 and col. 7, lines 

20- 25). 

5. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rangedahl et al., U.S. Patent Number 5,790,074 (hereinafter Rangedahl) and 
Hastings et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,370,629 (hereinafter Hastings), as applied to 
claim 24 above, and further in view of Raith, U.S. Patent Number 6,711,408 
(hereinafter Raith). 

Regarding claim 25, the combination of Rangedahl and Hastings teaches all the 
limitations of claim 24. Rangedahl does not teach a method, wherein the equipment 
periodically checks that the identity information associated with the target data currently 
being used by said functionality corresponds to the identity information for which the 
enabling code was provided. 

Raith, however teaches a method, where, in order to match the path traveled by 
a mobile terminal with a stored route, the mobile communication network may track the 
geographic location of the mobile terminal as the mobile terminal moves through the 
mobile communication network, preferably at periodic time intervals (see col. 7, lines 

21- 26) and compares the predetermined route stored in memory with the path of the 
mobile terminal over a predetermined distance of area (see col. 7, lines 26-29). Raith, 
further discloses when there is a less than a defined discrepancy between the mobile 
terminal and the mobile communication network, the mobile communication network 
validates the match and may stop monitoring the mobile terminal because the future 
position of the mobile terminal is expected to follow the matched route (see col. 7, lines 



Application/Control Number: 10/032,000 



Art Unit: 2681 



Page 1 1 



29-33) and if the difference between the stored route and the current path are greater 
than the predefined amount (see col. 7, lines 33-35), the mobile communication network 
will continue to monitor the mobile terminal for another predetermined distance and 
compared the difference again (see col. 7, lines 35-38). Raith, discloses the loop 
process should continue until the mobile terminal exits the geographic area of the 
mobile communication network (see col. 7, lines 38-40). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method of position assisted handoff within a wireless 
communication network as taught by Raith, to the method of automated location 
verification and authorization of electronic devices of Rangedahl as modified by 
Hastings to include a method, wherein the equipment periodically checks that the 
identity information associated with the target data currently being used by said 
functionality corresponds to the identity information for which the enabling code was 
provided, thus allowing a permitted user to see only the portion of the information which 
is applicable to his current geographic location. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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7. Claims 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Glick 
et al., U.S. Publication Number 2002/0051540 A1 (hereinafter Glick). 

Regarding claim 31, Glick teaches a control method for enabling equipment to 
decrypt encrypted target data stored on a removable data carrier or in a received data 
file (see paragraph 0017, lines 1-17 and paragraph 0120, lines 15-22), the method 
comprising: sending identity information identifying said target data from the equipment 
to a remote service system (see paragraph 0059, lines 1-21); using the identity 
information at the service system to retrieve authorized-location data that is associated 
with the target data and represents a predetermined authorized location or locality for 
decrypting the target data (see paragraph 0058, lines 1-10, paragraph 0059, lines 1-21 
and paragraph 0061 , lines 13-20); obtaining at the service system current-location data 
representing the current location of the equipment as determined by a location- 
determining system separate from said equipment (see paragraph 0061, lines 8-13 and 
paragraph 0066, lines 1-18); comparing at the service system, the current-location data 
with the authorized-location data and upon this comparison indicating that the 
equipment is currently located in said authorized location or locality (see paragraph 
0061 , lines 8-20), and subject to any other conditions set to be tested at the service 
system being satisfied, returning a decryption key for the identified target data to said 
equipment (see paragraph 0086, lines 1-12 and paragraph 0087, 15-21); and at said 
equipment, using the decryption key to decrypt the encrypted target data (see 
paragraph 0087, lines 1-26). 
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Regarding claim 32, Glick teaches all the limitations of claim 31 . In addition, 
Glick teaches a method, wherein the equipment communicates with the service system 
by a communications infrastructure comprising a cellular radio network (see paragraph 
0120, lines 1-15), the location determining system using signals associated with the 
cellular radio network to determine the location of the equipment (see paragraph 0066, 
lines 1-18), and the remote service system obtaining said current-location data from the 
location determining system either directly or via the equipment (see paragraph 0061 , 
lines 8-20 and paragraph 0066, lines 1-18). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Gouge et al., U.S. Publication Number 2003/0208595 A1 
discloses adaptable wireless proximity networking. 

Giniger et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,199,045 discloses method and apparatus for 
providing position-related information to mobile recipients. 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony S Addy whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7795. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur 8:00am-6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel L Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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